Thucydides made extensive use of information obtained from
Alcibiades, whom he could have consulted in Thrace, though he had many other oral sources. 2) Not all the conclusions of that paper are convincing, but it is cautious and judicious, making no attempt to carve up the eighth book into sections derived from Alcibiades and sections derived from other informants.
In 6) Reviews by E. Will, RH 237 (1967), 191, and M. F. McGregor, AJPh 89 (1968) , 118-9 (both accept the supposed meeting in Thrace) are more favourable than those by P. Lévêque, AC 35 (1966), 270; D. Asheri, RFIC 45 (1967), 463-7, and myself, CR 17 (1967) , 24-6. , 7) Loc. cit. (above n. 1). His reasons for rejection will be considered below, p. 5. 8) Loc. cit. His objections to its extreme rigidity and to its contention that Alcibiades provided the basis of the narrative on the opening phase of the oligarchical revolution at Athens, are, in my opinion, fully justified. Andrewes mentions that ms. notes left by Gomme suggest scepticism about the general hypothesis. I can confirm that Gomme was sceptical, but, to judge from correspondence with me, this was not because he considered the hypothesis to be incredible but because it could not be proved. 9) Pp. 94, 97, 105, 120, 121, cf. D. M. Lewis, Sparta and Persia (Leiden 1977) , 92 n. 44.
